ABSTRACT . During taxonomic revision of the genus
Hortia Vandelli is a Neotropical genus of Rutaceae, traditionally included in subfamily Toddalioideae, subtribe Toddaliinae (Engler, 1931) . The 10 species are distributed from Panama to the state of São Paulo, Brazil, most of them occurring in the Amazonian region. They are trees or shrubs with simple leaves crowded near the apices of the branches, showy broad corymbose terminal inflorescences, reddish to pink flowers, and baccate fruits with abundant oil glands (Groppo et al., 2005) .
The revision of the genus is to be accomplished by the authors, and during the process it was necessary to lectotypify the name Hortia megaphylla Taubert. This name is also formally synonymized under H. longifolia Spruce ex Engler, a taxon that encompasses individuals with an exclusively Amazonian distribution. In the description of Hortia megaphylla, Taubert (1892) cited just one collection (Glaziou 13656). He did not cite a specific type locality, only ''Brasilia, verisimiliter boreali loco non indicato'' (Taubert, 1892: 6) and an observation by Schwacke that the material had been collected perhaps in Amazonia. This observation agrees with the fact that the distribution of H. longifolia is exclusively Amazonian.
Hortia longifolia
On a duplicate specimen of Glaziou 13656 at K, however, the locality as ''environs of Rio de Janeiro'' is signed as the locality of collection. This discrepancy also appears in a specimen deposited at P, which bears two labels (one in ink and another in pencil) on the same sheet; both state that the collection was made from a shrub cultivated at Quinta de São Christóvão, Rio de Janeiro, planted there by Riedel 16 April 1881. ''Glaziou (n. 13656)'' appears on the label in ink, but not on the one in pencil, where ''Schw. III.472'' is written (clearly with another pencil) in the bottom right. A specimen at R, collected in Manaus (Brazilian Amazonia) by Schwacke, clearly bears the number III.472. Thus, the collections Schwacke III.472 (from Manaus) and Glaziou 13656 appear to be the same, and the assumption that the type collection of Hortia megaphylla was made from a cultivated plant at Rio de Janeiro is probably erroneous. It is well known that Glaziou labeled collections made by Schwacke in Amazonia as collected by himself at Rio de Janeiro (Stafleu & Cowan, 1976 -1988 ). This appears to be the case with the type collection of H. megaphylla. For details of how Glaziou incorporated specimens collected by Schwacke and Riedel into his own herbarium, see Wurdack (1970) .
The specimen at B used by Taubert (1892: 6) to describe Hortia megaphylla (''Glaziou 13656,'' indeed Schwacke III.472 as explained above) was destroyed during World War II. The duplicate deposited at P is thus chosen as lectotype. In addition to bearing more flowers and buds than the specimens from K and R (duplicates of Schwacke III.472), the P specimen bears the two labels that helped to resolve the confusion about the type collection. Ducke (1922: 182) , when he synonymized Hortia duckei Huber with H. longifolia, noted that Huber (1909) had examined only young buds to establish his new species, using the shape of the buds as the main difference between his species and H. longifolia (buds ovoid in H. longifolia vs. oblong in H. megaphylla). The buds of H. longifolia are, indeed, ovoid when young, but they become oblong just before anthesis. In the same work, Ducke commented that a collection made by Ule deposited at MG (Ule 8926, seen) and identified as H. megaphylla Taubert in sched. belonged to H. longifolia, without, however, printed synonymy of the name. We agree with Ducke, and H. megaphylla Taubert is herein formally synonymized with H. longifolia, based on our examination of the types of the two names.
On all examined duplicates of Spruce 1484, there are smaller labels naming the species as ''Hortia longifolia sp. nov.'' made by Spruce himself. On the holotype of this species, however, there is another label (''Herbarium Martii'') written ''Hortia longifolia Bentham, communicatvit Bentham 1857.'' Nevertheless, neither Spruce nor Bentham validated the name. When Engler (1874) formally described H. longifolia, he attributed the species to Spruce. According to the ICBN, Art. 46.7 (McNeill et al., 2006) : ''in determining the correct author citation, only internal evidence in the publication…where the name was validly published is to be accepted [underline by the authors], including ascription of the name….'' Therefore, H. 
